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DETAILED ACTION 
Affidavit Under 37 CFR 1.131 
The affidavit filed on 16 May 2005 under 37 CFR 1.131 has been considered but is 
ineffective to overcome the Carroll reference. 

The affidavit fails to meet all of the requirements for filing an affidavit or declaration as 
specified in the MPEP in 715.04 [R2]. One of the following parties may file: 

(A) All the inventors of the subject matter claimed, 

(B) An affidavit or declaration by less than all named inventors of an application is 
accepted where it is shown that less than all named inventors of an application 
invented the subject matter of the claim or claims under rejection. For example, 
one of two joint inventors is accepted where it is shown that one of the joint 
inventors is the sole inventor of the claim or claims under rejection. 

(C) **> If a petition under 37 CFR 1 .47 was granted or the application was 
accepted under 37 CFR 1 .42 or 1 .43, the affidavit or declaration may be signed 

by the 37 CFR 1.47 applicant or the legal representative, where appropriated . 

(D) The assignee or other party in interest when it is not possible to produce the 
affidavit or declaration of die inventor. Ex parte Foster, 1903 CD. 213, 
105 O.G. 261 (Comm'r Pat 1903). 

Affidavits or declarations to overcome a rejection of a claim or claims must be made 
by die inventor or inventors of the subject matter of the rejected claim(s), a party qualified 
under 37 CFR 1 .42, 1 .43, or 1 .47, or the assignee or other party in interest when it is not 
possible to produce the affidavit or declaration of the inventor(s). Thus, where all of the 
named inventors of a pending application are not inventors of eveiy claim of the 
application, any affidavit under 37 CFR 1.131 could be signed by only the inventors) of 
the subject matter of the rejected claims. Further, where it is shown that a joint inventor is 
deceased, refuses to sign, oris otherwise unavailable, the signatures of the remaining joint 
inventors are sufficient. However, the affidavit or declaration, even though signed by 
fewer than all the joint inventors, must show completion of the invention by all of the joint 
inventors of the subject matter of the claim(s) under rejection. In re Carlson, 79 F.2d 
900, 27 USPQ 400 (CCPA 1935). 
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In the instant case, the affidavit has been signed by inventors Dean and Meliksetian, but not by 
inventor Weitzman. Furthermore, it has not been shown that less than all of the named inventors 
invented the subject matter of the claims under rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-9, 11-31, and 33-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
US Patent Application Publication 2002/0085020 Al (Carroll, Jr.). 

Referring to claims 1, 23, and 39, Carroll discloses in paragraph 24 a system for creating 
a user interface wherein the system comprises a parser, an application source code file, an 
application interface file, an interface grammar, and an interface library. To create the user 
interface, a developer first selects an application interface file. This step corresponds to the 
claimed step of receiving a user selection of a document type. In paragraphs 235 and 236, 
Carroll discloses selecting "Bliss.xml" as the interface file. The developer must then select a 
document type definition (DTD), which defines the document's type and the grammatical rules 
that it adheres to. In paragraphs 238 and 239, Carroll discloses the step of selecting the "Joy" 
DTD. Carroll further discloses in paragraphs 251 and 252 that an application source code file is 
created for specifying the application logic. In paragraph 188, Carroll explains that the parser 
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uses information from the application source code file and the application interface file to 
construct the application's user interface. Carroll further explains in paragraph 188 that the 
application source code selects a plurality of elements specified by the DTD during the parsing 
process. The selected elements are then mapped to interface controls located in the interface 
library. In paragraph 270, Carroll discloses a GUI builder or UI editor with which developers 
can "easily manipulate and specify, through a series of hierarchical properties and input fields, a 
particular graphical user interface definition." Carroll further discloses in this paragraph that the 
graphical-based tool prevents developers from having to manipulate the XML files directly. 
Therefore, the UI editor assembles one or more interface controls without presenting specific 
DTD syntax to a user. The UI editor is further illustrated in Figure 22. The UI editor can further 
accept user input for one or more content objects associated with the user interface controls. 
Carroll discloses in paragraph 304 that UI editor allows objects to be dragged from a palette and 
dropped onto a window. The content objects must then subsequently be aggregated to create a 
complete user interface. 

Referring to claims 2 and 24, Carroll discloses in paragraph 21 that the XML documents 
that describe the user interface are associated with a DTD and an XML Schema. 

Referring to claims 3, 4, 25, and 26, Carroll discloses in paragraph 304 and Figure 22 that 
the UI editor comprises a WYSIWYG graphical user interface. 

Referring to claims 5 and 27, Carroll discloses in paragraph 270 that users can "easily 
manipulate and specify, through a series of hierarchical properties and input fields, a particular 
graphical user interface definition." This type of interface can be considered a wizard. 
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Referring to claims 6 and 28, Carroll discloses in Figure 14 a sample interface that 
includes a plurality of interface controls such as icons, pull-down menus, buttons, a window, and 
more. 

Referring to claims 7 and 29, Carroll discloses a sample XML document in paragraph 
243 wherein a plurality of types and hierarchical levels are defined. Accordingly, the parsing 
process must determine the type and hierarchical context of each interface element. The 
mapping step, furthermore, must map the type and context to the interface controls in order for 
them to be displayed properly. 

Referring to claims 8, 9, 30, and 31, Carroll discloses in paragraph 188 utilizing a Java 
property file during the parsing process. In paragraphs 106 and 107, Carroll defines a Java 
property file as a text file that is associated with a Java class and is used to load a user's language 
and locale settings. 

Referring to claims 1 1, 12, 33, and 34, Carroll discloses in Figure 14 a sample interface 
that includes a plurality of interface elements such as pull-down menus, buttons, and UI widgets 
that must have been parsed during the parsing process. The hierarchical nature of the interface, 
as illustrated in Figure 19, means that composite elements comprising multiple other interface 
elements will also be parsed. 

Referring to claims 13 and 35, recursive calls must be made in order to successfully 
traverse an entire hierarchical structure. Accordingly, the assembling of the one or more 
interface controls must occur recursively while maintaining relational links between the controls 
and elements. 
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Referring to claims 14, 15, 36, and 37, Carroll discloses in paragraph 240 that the sample 
DTD specifies that each element can contain zero or more action elements, followed by zero or 
more model elements, followed by a combination of component, mainwindow, or splash Window 
elements. Should the developer not use one or more of the optional elements, they will 
inherently be removed from the final user interface. 

Referring to claims 16, 17, and 38, upon completing the creation of a user interface, the 
interface file is inherently checked in and saved as an XML document. 

Referring to claim 18, Carroll discloses in paragraph 24 a system for creating a user 
interface wherein the system comprises a parser, an application source code file, an application 
interface file, an interface grammar, and an interface library. To create the user interface, a 
developer first selects an application interface file. This step corresponds to the claimed step of 
receiving a user selection of a document type. In paragraphs 235 and 236, Carroll discloses 
selecting "Bliss.xml" as the interface file, which may be a new or an existing document. If it is 
an existing document a DTD will be referenced in the first few lines, which defines the 
document's type and the grammatical rules that it adheres to. In paragraphs 238 and 239, Carroll 
discloses referencing the "Joy" DTD. The DTD is inherently retrieved at load time and the type 
and context information is determined and mapped to the corresponding elements. Finally, the 
. document is assembled and displayed as a GUI. 

Referring to claim 19, Carroll discloses in paragraph 304 that UI editor allows objects to 
be dragged from a palette and dropped onto a window. 

Referring to claim 20, Carroll discloses in paragraph 21 that the XML documents that 
describe the user interface are associated with a DTD and an XML Schema. 
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Referring to claim 21, Carroll discloses in paragraph 304 and Figure 22 that the UI editor 
comprises a WYSIWYG graphical user interface. 

Referring to claim 22, Carroll discloses in Figure 14 a sample interface that includes a 
plurality of interface controls such as icons, pull-down menus, buttons, a window, and more. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 10 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent Application Publication 2002/0085020 Al (Carroll, Jr.) and US Patent Application 
Publication 2002/0087571 Al (Stapel et al). 

Referring to claims 10 and 32, Carroll fails to disclose determining a hierarchical context 
based on an Xpath. Stapel, however, discloses in paragraph 44 that using Xpath for data 
representation improves the efficiency for storing and manipulating data in XML format. 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the Xpath standard for representing hierarchical data in Carroll's 
invention because it would improve the efficiency for storing and manipulating the XML data as 
suggested by Stapel. 
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Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 16 May 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. As discussed supra, the submitted affidavit is incomplete and thus fails to remove 
the Carroll reference as a prior art reference under 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian J. Detwiler whose telephone number is 571-272-4049. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thu 8-5:30 and alternating Fridays 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Cabeca can be reached on 571-272-4048. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information Tor published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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